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A bipartisan coalition of House Transporta- 
ti(Mi and Infrastructure Committee members 
yesterday proposed a revision of the Clean Wa- 
ter Act that would scale back wide range of 
federal programs designed to reduce pollution 
in lakes, rivers and other bodies of water. 

Rep. Bud Shuster (R-Pa.), the panel’s chair- 
man, supervised the propos^ overhaul of the 
landmark 1972 environmental law. During the 
past two weeks, he invited industry lobbyists 
and state officials with long-standing com- 
plaints about the heavy costs of complying with 
the water statute to submit proposals about 
how it should be revised. 

The result, the Clean Water Reauthoriza- 
tkm bin, clearly embraces their suggestions. 
“The goals [of existing legislation] have gone 
too far,” said Shuster as he unvefled the pro- 


posed revision at a news conference yesterday. 
He was flanked by representatives of the US. 
Chamber of Commerce and other industry 
groups who helped rewrite the bill, as well as 
by several cosponsors, including some Demo- 
crats. “We’re trying to bring some balance into 
the process,” he added. 

Otae provision of the new water bill abolish- 
es a requirement that industry treat contami- 
nated water for toxic chemicals and heavy 
metals before discharging it into urban reser- 
voirs. Although most existing plants have al- 
ready installed technology to remove the tox- 
ics, Shuster’s biU would exempt them from 
having to use the equipment. 

The bill would also cancel the Coastal Zone 
Management program, which requires coastal 
states to devise plans for reducing non-point- 
source pollution, much of which is caused by 
runoff from agricultural enterprises. It also 
loosens existing controls on “storm water” pol- 


lution, or substances carried by rainwater from 
streets or factories into water systems. 

The introduction of the water bill continues 
an effort, spearheaded by House Republicans 
and industry groups at the start of the 104th 
Congress, to give U.S. industry a breather 
from requirements imposed by the nation’s 
major environmental statutes. One bill heavily 
pushed by corporate lobbyists and passed over- 
whelmingly by the House earlier this month 
would impose a moratorium on all regulations 
issued by the Environmental Protection Agen- 
cy and other federal departments. Other meas- 
ures, such as restrictions on unfunded man- 
dates signed into law yesterday by President 
Clinton and legislation requiring cost-benefit 
analyses for new regulations, also are aimed at 
reducing the burden of environmental laws and 
rules. The fate of some House-backed bills is 
uncertain in the Senate. 

Clinton administration officials, environmen- 
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tal groups and some lawmakers flatly opposed 
Shuster’s bill. 

‘It will harm the water quality on which 
average Americans depend, in exchange for 
making life easier for big companies which find 
it cheaper to pollute,” Norman Y. Mineta (D- 
Calif.), the ranking Democrat on the commit- 
tee told a news conference yesterday. Rep. 
Sherwood L. Boehlert (R-N.Y) and a few other 
House Republicans also expressed opposition 
to the bill. 

The Clean Water Act is widely regarded as 
one of the success stories of federal environ- 
mental policy. Environmentalists credit it with 
cleanup of the Potomac River, for example, 
where swuiuning used to be banned because of 
heavy pollution, but is now allowed. 

The bill “undermines 20 years of success in 
our clean water programs,” EPA Administra- 
tor Carol M. Browner told Shuster in a letter. 

Beyond the bill’s substance, critics objected 


strongly to the process by which it was put to- 
gether. In early March, Shuster summoned a 
coalition of industry executives, including lob- 
byists from the Chemical Manufacturers Asso- 
ciation, the American Farm Bureau Federation 
and the National Cattlemen’s Association, to 
participate in closed-door sessions, 

Clinton administration officials, environmen- 
talists and some House Democrats were not 
invited to the talks. “We were blocked out," 
said Mineta. “They did not want to hear from 
anyone who might disagree with the process.” 

For his part, Shuster said that he made ev- 
ery attempt to hear from all sides. Rep. James 
A. Hayes Q)-La.), who supports the bill, t»n- 
curred. 

But environmentalists sharply disagreed. “I 
would defy them to point out one fine of this 
bill that reflects our interests,” said Jessica 
Landman, a clean water specialist at the Natu- 
ral Resources Defense Council. 
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